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that his contemporaries loathed. Eight years after the death of
Locke, Jean Jacques Rousseau was born. Yet when we turn
to Rousseau after leaving Locke, we seem to enter into the
modern world after having put aside the chronicles of history.
Locke is associated with the seventeenth century, the age of
Cromwell, Charles II, and William of Orange, of the revocation
of the Edict of Nantes, and of the glory of the Dutch Republic;
Rousseau (though his death anticipated the event by ten years)
with the French Revolution, with the age of romanticism, with
socialism, nationalism, and half the causes of our generation.
We find it hard to realize that he lived in the heyday of the
eighteenth and not of the nineteenth century. If it be accounted
greatness in a man to anticipate the future, to guide and inspire
the emotions of his children, to talk the language of his time
and yet to mean something which only a later generation will
be able to understand, then Rousseau must be ranked among
the great. But as so often happens in a world whose events are
rarely the result of the insight of its best minds, it was the
transitory and obvious in him which helped to shape the im-
mediate history of Europe; the permanent and valuable was
only slowly understood. His most obvious work was to help
in the break-up of the kind of State whose origins go back to
the Renaissance, the de facto State exerting arbitrary power,
legalizing historical privilege, the State whose only rivals were
its neighbours and only critics isolated protesting individuals.
To do this he had but to repeat with variations and to quicken
with life the negative protests of the academic Locke. 'L'homme
est ne libre, et cependant partout il est dans les fers*1 differs
little in meaning from 'Men being by nature all free, equal, and
independent, no one can be put out of this estate and subjected
to the political power of another without his own consent'3
at any rate in the Europe of the anden regime. But Rousseau's
epigrammatic and positive statement became a battle-cry both
for the jealous and resentful middle class, which had come to
realize that it was in political chains, and for the oppressed

1 The opening words of the first chapter of The Social Contract (Everyman edition,